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DETAILED ACTION 



1 . The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. Claims 1-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Beaudet 
(US 5,511,150). 

Regarding claim 1 : Beaudet teaches a multifunctional printing system (column 3, 
line 1) wherein image information captured through an image information pickup means 
(scanner, column 3, lines 10-15) can be printed as multiple sets of copies (column 1, 
lines 30-35) by a printing means (marking means, column 3, lines 20-25) and which is 
configured so that the printing operation can be stopped only at intervals from one set of 
copies to the next or every certain number of printouts, comprising: a computing means 
(control logics/programs of the copier, column 7, lines 9-12, column 1 0, lines 6) for 
calculating the time at which an interrupt can be made next (fig. 41), based on the 
designated number of print sets (column 9, lines 7-8, column 10, liners 1-5, column 1, 
lines 30-35), the current state of printing (the copier disable or not, column 6, lines 60- 
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65), the information as to whether an interrupt is permissible (column 10, line 3); and a 
display means (fig. 41) for displaying the permissible interrupt time calculated by the 
computing means. 

Regarding claim 2: Beaudet teaches a multifunctional printing system (column 3, 
line 1) wherein image information captured through an image information pickup means 
(scanner, column 3, lines 10-15) can be printed as multiple sets of copies (column 1, 
lines 30-35) by a printing means (marking means, column 3, lines 20-25) and which is 
configured so that the printing operation can be stopped only at intervals from one set of 
copies to the next or every certain number of printouts and so that the printing operation 
needs to be stopped in order to allow an interrupt job (column 9, lines 9-20), comprising: 
a computing means (control logics/programs of the copier, column 7, lines 9-12, column 
10, lines 6) for calculating the permissible termination time (e.g., fig. 41, column 10, lines 
1-5) which allows for an interrupt job, based on the designated number of print sets 
(column 9, lines 7-8, column 10, liners 1-5, column 1 , lines 30-35), the current state of 
printing (the copier disable or not, column 6, lines 60-65), the information as to whether 
an interrupt is permissible (column 10, line 3); and a display means (fig. 41) for 
displaying the permissible termination time calculated by the computing means. 

Regarding claim 3: Beaudet teaches wherein the computing means has the 
function of calculating the finish time (fig. 4FI, fig. 4F2) of the requested interrupt job 
instead of calculating the permissible interrupt time or permissible termination time, and 
the display means has the function of displaying the finish time of the interrupt job 
calculated by the computing means. 
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Regarding claim 4: Beaudet teaches wherein the computing means has the 
function of calculating the finish time (fig. 4FI, fig. 4F2) of the requested interrupt job 
instead of calculating the permissible interrupt time or permissible termination time, and 
the display means has the function of displaying the finish time of the interrupt job 
calculated by the computing means. 

Regarding claim 5: Beaudet teaches wherein the computing means, instead of 
having the function of calculating the permissible interrupt time, the permissible 
termination time or the finish time of the interrupt job, has the function of calculating the 
time length corresponding to any of these (the interrupt time of e.g., 103, sees shown in 
fig. 41 is a time length), and the display means has the function of displaying the time 
length calculated by the computing means. 

Regarding claim 6: Beaudet teaches wherein the computing means, instead of 
having the function of calculating the permissible interrupt time, the permissible 
termination time or the finish time of the interrupt job, has the function of calculating the 
time length corresponding to any of these (the interrupt time of e.g., 103, sees shown in 
fig. 41 is a time length), and the display means has the function of displaying the time 
length calculated by the computing means. 

Regarding claim 7: Beaudet teaches wherein the display means displays the 
time or time length in response to the operation of a dedicated key which allows for 
input of a display request (column 9, lines 4-10, fig. 4D, interrupt job is a dedicated key 
which allows the display of fig. 41). 
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Regarding claim 8: Beaudet teaches wherein the display means displays the 
time or time length when the key for requesting an interrupt is operated (column 9, lines 
4-1 0, fig. 4D, interrupt job is a dedicated key which allows the display of fig. 41). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Beaudet 
et al. as applied to claims 1-6 above, and further in view of Brown et al (US 5,327,487). 

Regarding claim 9: Beaudet does not teach a voice generating means for 
informing the time or the time length via voice is provided instead of the display means. 

Brown, in the same area of transmitting message to a user in a copier 
environment teaches message can be conveyed to a user by display and voice 
message (column 3, lines 1-15). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to have modified Beaudet's message conveying 
method to include: a voice generating means for informing the time or the time length 
via voice is provided instead of the display means. 
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It would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have modified Beaudet by the teaching of Brown to have 
allowed blind person having the privilege of using Beaudet's copier machine. 



Conclusion 



6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to King Y. Poon whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
0892. 
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